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formalities is termed  KasepJi  (i. e., money), the  other
Sk'tar (i. e., a written instrument). (1)
The betrothal by KasepJi consisted in this, that the
man gave, in the presence of two witnesses, to his chosen
bride, a piece of money (even a Peruta, the smallest
copper coin used in Palestine, was sufficient for that
purpose), or any object of equal value, with the words :
"Be thou consecrated (wedded) to me." (2)
 (1)	The Talmudic Law speaks, besides, of another mode by which,
under certain conditions, marriage is legally contracted, namely, Be-ah
(i. e., copulatio carnalis}.   But this rather too primitive mode of con-
tracting marriage was already in ancient times declared morally objec-
tionable, and even punishable.    Tal. Kiddushin, p. 12,  Maim. Issure
Be-ah XXI. 14; Eben Ha-Ezer XXVI. 4.
 (2)	Maim. Ishuth III. 1; Eben Ha-Ezer XXVII. 1.—The formality of
contracting marriage by means of a piece of money did probably not
originate before the time of Herodes; this is evident from the circum-
stance that the schools of Shamai and Hillel still differed as to the
minimum value which that piece of money must have (Mishna ICidd.
I. 1).   In the apochryphal book of Tobit the act of contracting a mar-
riage is occasionally described  (chap, vii.), but no mention of that
formality is made, though the whole tone of the narrative bespeaks a
late time of its composition.   It is not improbable that the formality
was adopted from the Roman Law, in which a similar formality was
established as one of the three modes of forming a legal marriage.
The formality—there termed coemptio—is described in the following
way (see bouvier's Law Diet., art. "Coemptio"):  "The parties met
and gave each other a small sum of money.    They then questioned
each other in turn.    The man asked the woman if she wished to be
his mater-familias.   She replied that she so wished.   The woman then
asked the man if he wished to be her pater-familias.   He replied that
he so wished.   They then joined hands.   And these were called nup-
tials by coemptio."    The rabbinical formality differs, however, from
the Roman in this, that the act is done by the man only;  he gives
the money or its value, and he speaks the formula, while her consent
is expressed by her silent acceptance of both.   This passivity on her
side is in consequence of the Talmudic principle based on the expres-
sion used in the Mosaic Law:   " if a man taketh a wife;"   "he
takes and she is taken; he is the active and she the passive party."
Talm, Kiddushin 2b and 56.

